
Page 1 of 3 

 

14th September 2021 

 

Committee Secretariat 

Governance and Administration Committee 

Parliament Buildings 

WELLINGTON  

 

 

Dear Select Committee Members 

 

Submission to Inquiry into SOP59 on the Births, Deaths, Marriages and Relationships 

Registration Bill 

 

I strongly oppose the provisions in SOP59 which would allow individuals to self-identify their sex on 

their birth records. These changes will undermine the credibility and value of official public records. 

They will also promote the ideology of gender-fluidity which is detrimental to the wellbeing of New 

Zealanders. 

 

Undermining Public Records  

 

1. The changes are premised on the notion that only the individuals named on the birth record 

(infant, mother and father) have a right or interest in them. This is not the case. Birth 

records are official documents of public record. As such they do not “belong” to the 

individuals they relate to, but rather to the people of New Zealand.  

 

2. The public of New Zealand have an interest in birth records being accurate and true. 

Allowing individuals to self-identify their sex on these records will mean the accuracy and 

truth of the records is placed at risk. This will significantly undermine the credibility and 

value of the records.  

 

3. There are public agencies such as DHBs, StatisticsNZ, Police and Corrections, which need 

accurate birth record information to sensibly plan at a national level and to ensure they deal 

appropriately with particular individuals. Individual health practitioners also need accurate 

information to ensure safe and appropriate provision of care for their patients. Under the 

proposed changes these agencies and practitioners will no longer be able to rely on the birth 

record. A new provision in Section 80(2) allows them to “take into account matters other 

than the information on a certificate issued under this Act”. However this does little to make 

up for the loss of access to objective and accurate information previously available in the 

birth record. What “other matters” should they now rely on? 

 

4. Section 80(1) states “A certificate issued under this Act is admissible as evidence in any legal 

proceedings, and the information contained in it is presumed to be true in the absence of 

evidence to the contrary.” The proposal to allow self-identification of sex on birth records is 
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diametrically opposed to this presumption of truth. It will mean public agencies such as the 

police and others involved in legal proceedings will now in many cases be required to 

actively seek other evidence in order to establish the truth about an individual’s biological 

gender.  

 

5. The law already allows individuals to apply for changes to their birth records via a Family 

Court process including providing proof of having undergone medical treatment. This is an 

appropriately high threshold for change. It recognises the significant public interest in 

maintaining the integrity and credibility of the birth record. Allowing self-identification, 

including with multiple changes permitted over time, will increasingly render this 

component of the birth record devoid of accurate content. Allowing it to be populated with 

multiple possible gender classifications, as established by future regulation, will make it 

meaningless. 

 

6. The subjective feelings of individuals, however deeply experienced, cannot change the 

objective genetic reality of their gender. The separation of the idea of gender from the fact 

of a person’s sex is an ideological concept with no basis in biology or science. Indeed it has 

no more basis than the notion that a person’s date of birth and their age can be separately 

understood. If an individual felt much younger than their records showed, would we allow 

them to change the date on their birth record to align with their self-identified age?  

 

 

Promoting Gender-fluidity Ideology 

 

7. The proposed changes in this SOP will give legal authority and cultural weight to the ideology 

of gender-fluidity. The continuing promotion of this ideology is likely to contribute to the 

increases in the numbers of individuals experiencing gender dysphoria. In particular young 

people undergoing puberty and adolescence are vulnerable to the confusion and anxiety 

fostered by this ideology. The proposed changes whilst ostensibly only about birth records, 

must be seen in this wider context of ideological entrenchment. They will contribute to a 

culture of gender confusion which will be detrimental to the wellbeing of many New 

Zealanders. 

 

8. The SOP suggests that young persons under 16 years will not be allowed to change their 

birth records without the consent of their parents (Section 22(c)). However this provision 

cannot be understood in isolation from the changes currently being advanced in the 

Conversion Practices Prohibition Bill. Under the latter, a parent’s refusal to give permission 

for a child to change their sex record could be interpreted as an attempt to suppress the 

child’s gender identity or expression. Such an act is liable to a three year jail term. This 

threat essentially voids the requirement for parental consent to change a birth record under 

this SOP. What parent would risk refusing permission?  
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9. By giving legal recognition to the ideology of gender-fluidity, the SOP effectively establishes 

a State-ordained view of human sexuality and gender. This is particularly the case when the 

changes are viewed in the wider context of the Government’s agenda with the Conversion 

Practices Prohibition Bill and the proposed changes to “hate speech” legislation. Taken 

together, all of these changes raise serious questions around freedom of expression. Will the 

many New Zealanders who hold a different view of human sexuality and gender be free to 

express their views in the public square? Will New Zealanders working in the public sector 

be able to express a different view of human sexuality and gender in their employment 

contexts?  

 

 

Recommendation 

 

The changes proposed in the SOP59 on the Births, Deaths, Marriages and Relationships Registration 

Bill are unnecessary. They will undermine the credibility and value of official public records. They will 

also promote the ideology of gender-fluidity which is detrimental to the wellbeing of New 

Zealanders.  The changes should not proceed 

 

 

Ewen McQueen 

14th September 2021 


